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Power system monitoring is the most fundamental prerequisite for making reasonable decisions in a con-
trol center. In recent years, with the advent of smart grids, monitoring and control of reactive power in
power systems has entered a new era. This issue have highlighted the need for effective methods of
decentralized optimal reactive power control (DORPC), especially based on the new available frameworks
which have emerged along with the smart grids. This paper presents a novel approach to the DORPC
problem based on a Holonic architecture. The Holonic architecture has some unique features by which
the objective of the DORPC problem could be optimized through a timely proposed strategy. In order
to demonstrate the features of the proposed approach, it is compared with two other methods consider-
ing a set of indices. Accordingly, the proposed approach has great potential to reduce the active power
losses and to fully exploit the available reactive power resources. It requires a limited set of data while
improves the fault tolerance of the network.

� 2016 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
Introduction

Motivation

The proliferation of distributed energy resources (DERs) in
future distribution networks brings about formidable challenges
regarding their reactive power control. Roughly speaking, the
advent of future smart grids changes the paradigm in power
system operations. One of the most fundamental prerequisites of
such grids is to employ distributed algorithms by means of data
exchange among several entities [1]. Traditionally, power systems
are operated on the basis of a control center where a certain set of
quantities of the network is gathered via a supervisory control and
data acquisition (SCADA) system. Such schemes, nonetheless, will
no longer effectively manage a distribution network hosting the
sheer number of meters, sensors, actuators, and DERs [2]. In the
centralized schemes, the burden associated with a large number
of entities could bring about congestion of communication infras-
tructure or crash of central processors. Moreover, the power
system operation becomes more vulnerable in case of a fault occur-
rence in the communication link. Indeed, the heavy dependence of
centralized methods to the communication link leads to a signifi-
cant interruption in the system control if any fault occurs in the
communication link. Consequently, shifting from a centralized
operation to a decentralized one would considerably enhance the
real-time control of smart grids and improve their supply resili-
ence [1,3].

The reactive power control plays a vital role in the optimal
operation of power systems. Insufficient reactive power is consid-
ered to be one of the major reasons for recent blackouts and volt-
age collapses around the world [4]. Generally, an optimal reactive
power control scheme seeks to determine the optimum values of
controllable variables (e.g., the voltage of generators, on-load
transformer tap-changers (OLTC), reactive power compensators,
distributed generations (DGs), and smart parks) so as to minimize
an objective function. From a computational perspective, reactive
power control is a nonlinear optimization problem with a set of
complicated constraints. The main goals of the reactive power
control problem, which have been addressed in the literature, are
reduction of active power losses, minimization of voltage devia-
tions, and enhancement of voltage stability margin [5].
Literature review and contributions

A large body of literature has investigated the reactive power
control problem. In [5], a novel method is presented in order to
solve a multi-objective reactive power control problem. The
method considers bus voltage limits, the limits of branches power
flow, generator voltages, transformer tap changers and the amount
of compensation on weak buses. The objectives of the optimization
problem are real power losses and voltage deviations from their
corresponding nominal values. In [6], the authors have proposed
a probabilistic algorithm for optimal reactive power provision in
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hybrid electricity markets. The proposed algorithm is a six-stage
multi-objective optimization problem which also takes the load
forecasting errors into account. The authors in [7,8] have used
smart grid technologies in order to collect measurements and send
directions through a secure communication infrastructure. In these
papers, a hierarchal intelligent voltage control framework based on
incident command system (ICS) is proposed in two different struc-
tures: a central control scheme and a local control scheme. Note
that these structures are proposed in order to provide a real and
reactive power support at the end-use level.

In the decentralized scheme proposed in [9], agents are allowed
to determine the injection of reactive power in the network. Fazio
et al. [10] proposed a decentralized approach which is mainly
based on an off-line coordination and optimal set-point design
for the reactive power control scheme of the DGs. In [11], a
model-free decentralized voltage control algorithm is proposed
with the aim of minimizing the power loss of an islanded micro-
grid. The algorithm works well even when the configuration of
the microgrid changes. In [12], a distributed multi-agent scheme
is presented for reactive power management in smart coordinated
distribution networks with DERs. A multi-agent method is pro-
posed for emergency control of long-term voltage instability in a
multi-area power system [13]. In this study, the overall problem
is partitioned into a set of sub-problems, each to be tackled by
an individual agent.

This paper aims to establish a decentralized optimal reactive
power control (DORPC) scheme in smart grids. The proposed
methodology is developed based on a Holonic architecture which
is capable of combining both autonomous and cooperative behav-
iors efficiently in order to attain the system goals. Such capabilities
would considerably alleviate the concerns associated with the
centralized approaches. Employing the proposed architecture,
system operators will be able to operate the network near to the
optimal point. Considering the two unique features of the Holonic
structure (i.e., the Holon dynamics and the Holonic negotiations),
this methodology would fully exploit the available reactive power
sources in the network. The prevailing uncertainties pertaining to
renewable energy sources (RES) are also taken into account. In
order to evaluate the performance of the proposed approach, it is
compared with two other methods. Meanwhile, the authors of this
article have previously proposed a decentralized architecture for
optimal reactive power dispatch in their prior work [14]. As a
follow-up, this paper presents a more refined use case to illustrate
the effectiveness of the proposed scheme in the context of
smart grids. Generally speaking, some main contributions of the
proposed DORPC structure is as follows:

� Developing a hierarchical decentralized approach in order to
control the reactive power flows.

� Proposing an approach to avoid a surplus of communication
between different areas of the system.

� Obtaining a DORPC by a low time-consuming method together
with few control actions during the proposed strategy.

� Developing an appropriate test bed to validate the scheme in a
realistic setting by linking MATLAB and java agent development
framework (JADE) platforms to each other.

Paper organization

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section ‘‘Multi-a
gent systems (MASs) in smart grids” briefly introduces the basic
concepts of the Holonic structure as a novel MAS in power grids.
Section ‘‘Formulation of the DORPC problem” is devoted to the
mathematical formulation of the problem. The decentralized
approach used to solve the problem is presented in Section ‘‘DORPC
based on the Holonic structure”. The prevailing uncertainties along
with the Plug-in electric vehicle (PEV) modeling are presented in
Section ‘‘Formulation of the DGs and PEVs”. Simulation results
are discussed in Section ‘‘Numerical studies”. Finally, relevant con-
cluding remarks are provided in Section ‘‘Conclusion”.
Multi-agent systems (MASs) in smart grids

MAS concept

A MAS is composed of intelligent agents for harmonization of
their behavior. The residence in an environment and autonomy
are the common concepts expressed for agents [15]. The agent’s
environment is all things located at its outside and surroundings.
Generally, the agent’s interaction with its environment can be seen
as a succession of perception, decision-making, and measures [16].
An autonomous agent is an agent whose decisions depend not only
on the perception of environment, but also on the prior knowledge
(a set of predesigned actions) provided in the design step [17]. The
reactivity, pro-activity and social ability are other features of
agents [16]. Reactivity means agents’ ability to perceive their
environment and respond timely to the changes occurred in the
environment so as to satisfy design objectives. The agents’
proficiency to mutate their behavior dynamically means the pro-
activity. For example, if the connection between agent-1 and
agent-2 is lost, agent-1 will look for another agent which serves
the same services. This feature indicates the agent’s initiative.
The social ability is beyond the data transfer between various
software and hardware. In fact, it shows agent’s ability for
cooperative negotiation and interaction.

Now, the obvious question that may come to mind is: when
MAS can be suitable for solving a problem? This question is
answered by defining several determinant indexes including: (1)
the environment should be uncertain, complex and open and/or
high dynamic, (2) using agents should be seen natural, (3) data,
control and authority must be distributed, (4) the system must
possess tolerance and strength and (5) it should be able to execute
calculation simultaneously in parallel.

MAS organization

The MAS organization is a set of roles, interactions and author-
ity structure that handles MAS’s behavior. Analogous to human
organizations, a MAS organization determines how agents interact
with each other not only in real time, but also in long-term inter-
actions. This organization can touch the authority relationships,
resources allocation, information flow, coordination patterns and
other system characteristics. Thus, a simple group of agents may
represent complex behavior and/or a sophisticated group of agents
reduces the complexity of their behavior. This definition shows
that the shape, size, and features of an organizational structure
can impress the system behavior. Many organizational structures
are presented by researchers in this filed. A comprehensive review
of these organizations is provided in [18].

Notion of Holon

The concept of ‘‘Holon” was introduced for the first time by a
Hungarian philosopher for describing recursive and self-similar
structures in the biological and social organizations [19]. A Holon
is a self-similar structure and a stable integrated fractal which
can be composed of several smaller Holons (i.e., sub-Holons) and
on the other hand, it can be a component of a bigger Holon (i.e.,
super-Holon). According to this recursive definition, a Holon can
be seen, depending on the level of observation, either as an
autonomous ”atomic” entity, or as an organization of Holons. A
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hierarchical organizational structure of Holons is called Holarchy.
The Holon has several features including [20,21]: (1) autonomy
(state, action and computational autonomies): agents’ autonomy
means that agents control their actions and internal states which
enables them to operate without the direct intervention of humans
or others, (2) Common goal dependent behavior: all sub-Holons
should pursue at least one common goal while pursue their
personal goals, (3) Increased group capabilities: it means the
extended capabilities of agents at the group level (macro actions).
Therefore, a super-Holon may have capacities that its sub-Holons
do not have them. (4) Belief: agents have implicit and/or explicit
representations of their environment. The belief’s requirements
remain unchanged, (5) bounded rationality: a Holon has to behave
optimally with respect to its limited resources and its goals and (6)
communication: this has an important role in Holons’ autonomy.
In the Holarchy structure, communication can be established
between Holons by heads, also between head and sub-Holons
under the head supervisory. They are known as Intralevel commu-
nication and Interlevel communication respectively [22].

Generally, the Holonic MAS is represented via the role interac-
tion organization (RIO) model [20,22]. This model is established
based on three interrelated concepts: role, interaction, and organi-
zation. Roles are general behaviors. They can interact mutually
pursuant to the interaction mold. In fact, this model which
classifies general behaviors and their interactions, will vocalize
an organization. Thus, the organization is known as a coordination
structure. With these explanations, there are two important
aspects to model the Holonic structures based on RIO: Holonic
organization and goal-dependent interactions.

Holonic organization

Holons are organized internally to generate and manage a
super-Holon based on three different structures: the federation
of autonomous agents, moderated group, and fusion [20,21]. The
degree of sub-Holons’ autonomy is their main difference. In this
paper, the moderated group is employed for organizing Holons.
The reason behind this choice is the wide range of configurations
which can be created by mutating the commitments of sub-
Holons toward their super-Holon. A schematic plot of Holons’
autonomy degree is illustrated in Fig. 1.

In the moderated group structure, there are two different
statuses for sub-Holons: (1) moderator; that communicates with
outer Holons and (2) represented Holons; who are supervised by
their moderator. Also in this structure, four roles are defined for
members of a Holon: head, part, multi-part and standalone. For a
super-Holon, the head role is belonged to the moderator; and the
Federation

Holon Holon Holon

Autonomy R

Full Autonomy

Fig. 1. Autonom
part and multi-part are represented members. Multi-parts belongs
to several Holons, while a part belongs to only one Holon. Standalones
show non-member Holons. They can negotiate with heads to enter
the Holon. Head’s communications with its parts are from com-
mand/request types. Fig. 2 schematically shows the Holonic roles.

Goal-dependent interactions

The definition of interactions between members of a group is a
crucial topic neglected in the literature. These interactions are
known as goal-dependent (also referred to as goal driven or goal
directed) interactions. Each Holon needs ploys to acquire its tar-
gets. Therefore, an internal organization (called goal-dependent
interactions) is obligatory to distribute tasks and information
between sub-Holons. The Holonic non atomic agent contains:

� A unique Holonic group: it is a sample of Holonic organization
that describes the members’ organization way. All members of
the (super-) Holon should belong to this group.

� A set of groups: it is a sample of internal organization (goal-
dependent groups) created based on the aims/tasks of the
members. The coordination of members’ interactions is its main
purpose. It may only include a sub-set of super-Holon’s members.

The basic paradigm of the internal organization is clearly pre-
sented in Fig. 3.

Holon dynamics

One of the attractive particularities of the Holonic organization
is its dynamism which can be expressed in two states: (1) creation
and integration of new members called merging and (2)
self-organization.

Merging refers to a super-Holon creation process which can be
executed either by merging a set of existing Holons into a super-
Holon or by decomposing a Holon to several Holons. In the pro-
posed structure, it is assumed that the super-Holon is capable to
define the interactions of its members. Thus, the decomposition
of a Holon will not occur. In the proposed Holarchy, the merging
interaction is considered to be a specific interaction between two
Holons which desire to create a super-Holon. Generally, there are
two kinds of merging in the Holarchy, including creation a new
super-Holon and joining to a super-Holon. The former can be
occurred by three approaches: Predefined, Negotiation and Evolu-
tive. The details of these approaches can be found in [22].

As mentioned earlier, the roles indicate the status of the compo-
nents inside a super-Holon. The transitions between roles play an
Holon Holon Holon

ange

Fusion

Total lack of 
Autonomy

Moderated 
Group

y of Holons.
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Fig. 2. Holonic roles according to the moderated group structure.
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important role in this regard. Specifically, they can help the Holo-
nic structure so as to adapt to different conditions. The readjust-
ment of the roles (for example, the head role) is an aspect of self-
organization. It means that a role can be allocated to another Holon
based on the current situation. This unique feature of the Holarchy
increases its flexibility.

On the other hand, the compatibility of two Holons is a basic
requirement for the self-organization capability. In general, if
two Holons have common aims, they will be compatible. Further-
more, the affinity and satisfaction are defined as two criteria of com-
patibility [22]. The Affinity refers to the compatibility measurement
of two Holons to operate toward a common aim. The satisfaction is
defined as the development value of a Holon toward its purpose
which can be classified into four categories based on the actions
of the other agents: (1) Self-Satisfaction (SS), which is related to
the Holon’s own work, (2) Collaborative Satisfaction (CS), which
is related to the Holon collaboration with the other members of a
Holon, (3) Accumulative Satisfaction (AS), which is calculated
based on the collaboration with the members of a multiple
super-Holon and (4) Instant Satisfaction (IS), which is the current
satisfaction. In this paper, the instant satisfaction is considered as
follows:

8k 2 Holonic MAS ISk ¼
CSk þ SSk if ROLk ¼ Part _ ROLk ¼ Head
ASk þ SSk if ROLk ¼Multipart
SSk if ROLk ¼ Standalone

8><
>:

9>=
>;
ð1Þ

ASk ¼
X
s

CSsk 8s 2 SuperHolonðkÞ ð2Þ
where, SSk is self-satisfaction of kth Holon; CSk is the collaborative
Satisfaction of kth Holon; ASk is the cumulative satisfaction of kth
Holon; ISk is the instant satisfaction of kth Holon; ROLk is the role
played by kth Holon.

Holonic negotiation

Holons can negotiate with each other to achieve their goals. Ref.
[23] has introduced seven properties for a negotiation protocol
such as simplicity and stability [23]. Meanwhile, several negotia-
tion protocols have been proposed for MASs [24–26]. In general,
they can be classified into two categories, i.e., individual rationality
and social rationality. In the former, agents trace improvement of
their utility function regardless of the social behaviors. In the latter,
agents are able to balance between their social behavior and self-
interest. In this paper, the individual rationality is selected as the
negotiation protocol. Holons negotiate for a set of preferentially
independent issues (Nissue = number of issues) [27,28]. If Nissue < 3,
Holons negotiate for each of them separately. For Nissue > 2, a subset
of issues is selected. In this paper, three parameters is defined for
the negotiation, {quantity, quality and price}. Assume that Holon
H⁄ negotiates with a sub-set of Holons on a sub-set of issues (@�)
called the negotiate set. A permissible limit (C) is considered for
each issue. Subsequently, a value function (R) is employed so as
to prioritize the issues. The net value of a negotiation set can be
calculated through an additive value function proposed in [27] or
any other function. A value function may be considered as (5) [14].

@� ¼ fI1;I2; . . . ;In�1;Ing ð3Þ
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CðI�Þ ¼ f½minðI1Þ;maxðI1Þ�; ½minðI2Þ;maxðI2Þ�; . . . ;
½minðIn�1Þ;maxðIn�1Þ�; ½minðInÞ;maxðInÞ�g ð4Þ
RðIÞ ¼ Objective Function of DORPC problemþ IS H merging

þ PS H merging ð5Þ

where @�, Iu, C, R, and tq are the sub-set of issues, uth issue, per-
missible limit for each issue, value function, and the relative impor-
tance of qth issue, respectively. The PS_H_merging is indeed a
coefficient for negotiation and merging between Holons. When this
parameter takes a low value, Holons are willing to exploit the
resources pertaining to the other Holons and to merge with each
other. It goes without saying that if this trend continues, the Holo-
nic structure will inadvertently transform to a centralized approach
(which is in opposite to our aims). Consequently, this trend should
be controlled by preventing some unnecessary merging processes.
In this paper, this parameter is considered to be equal to 10. If a
Holon wants to negotiate on an issue, a single function composed
of Holon resources (HRw) may be used to model the Holon value
as (6) and (7):

I ¼
Xn
w¼1

bwf ðHRwÞ ð6Þ
so that
Xn
w¼1

bw ¼ 1 and bw P 0 ð7Þ

The HR can be controlled by Holons. In this paper, the reactive
power is considered as HR. The f ðHRwÞmodels the relation between
the resources and the Holon’s issue. Meanwhile, different methods
are employed to model it. This can be based on the Power Flow (PF)
or decomposition methods described in this paper.

Formulation of the DORPC problem

Mathematically, the DORPC problem can be expressed as
follows:

minOFðUV ;CPÞ ð8Þ
Subjected to

ECðUV ;CPÞ ¼ 0 ð9Þ

ICðUV ;CPÞ 6 0 ð10Þ
where UV, CP, OF(UV,CP), EC(UV,CP) and IC(UV,CP) are vector of
unknown variables, vector of control parameters, objective func-
tion, equality constraints and inequality constraints, respectively.
In this paper, the OF is modeled as follow:

OF ¼
X4
m¼1

}m � OGm ð11Þ

OG1 ¼ Ploss ¼
X
k2NL

Gk V2
i þ V2

j � 2ViVj cos hij
� �

ð12Þ

OG2 ¼ DV ¼
X
k2NB

Vi
b � Vi�

b

� ���� ��� ð13Þ

OG3 ¼ VSM ð14Þ

OG4 ¼u1

XNDG

z¼1

QDG
z þu2

XNCU

y¼1

QCU
y þu3

XNC

c¼1

QC
c þu4

XNPEV

eV¼1

QPEV
eV þu5

XNTAP

tp¼1

DTtp

ð15Þ

where: OG1, OG2, OG3, OG4, NDG, NCU, NPHEV, NTAP are sum of active
losses, sum of voltage deviations, voltage stability margin index,
penalty function, number of DGs, number of conventional units,
number of capacitors, number of PEVs and number of rap-
changers, respectively. Ttp, Q

DG
z , QCU

y , QC
c and QPEV

eV are position of tpth
transformer tap (integer), reactive power of zth DG, reactive power
of yth conventional unit, reactive power of cth shunt capacitor and

reactive power of evth PEV, respectively. Vi
b, V

i�
b , Ui, VSM, Gij and hij

are the voltage amplitude of ith bus, desired voltage value of ith bus,
weight factor, voltage stability margin index, transfer conductance
between ith bus and jth bus, and voltage angle difference between
ith bus and jth bus, respectively.

Further details on the voltage stability margin index calculation
can be found in [29]. Ui and ui can be determined based on the
Holon resources and Holon conditions using different methods
such as the sensitivity analysis. The OF is considered as the Holon’s
utility function. Holons try to minimize the objective function via
negotiation and internal optimization. The constraints of the
DORPC problem are as follows [30–32]:

Pi
g � Pi

d ¼ Vi
b

Xni
j¼1

V j
bðgij cos hij þ bij sin hijÞ ð16Þ

Qi
g � Qi

d ¼ Vi
b

Xni
j¼1

V j
bðbij cos hij � gij sin hijÞ ð17Þ

Vzz
g jmin 6 Vzz

g 6 Vzz
g jmax zz ¼ 1; . . . ;NG ð18Þ

Qzz
g jmin 6 Qzz

g 6 Qzz
g jmax zz ¼ 1; . . . ;NG ð19Þ



416 J. Ansari et al. / Electrical Power and Energy Systems 83 (2016) 411–425
Qrr
resjmin 6 Qrr

res 6 Qrr
resjmax rr ¼ 1; . . . ;Nres ð20Þ

Ttpjmin 6 Ttp 6 Ttpjmax tp ¼ 1; . . . ;NTAP ð21Þ

Vee
l jmin 6 Vee

l 6 Vee
l jmax ee ¼ 1; . . . ;NL ð22Þ

Sli 6 Slijmax li ¼ 1; . . . ;Nli ð23Þ

where Vzz
g , P

i
g , P

i
d;V

ee
l , bij, Q

i
g , Q

i
d; ni, Q

rr
res, Nres, NG, NL, Sli and Nli are

voltage of zzth generator-bus, generated active power at ith bus,
active power demand at ith bus, voltage of eeth load-bus, transfer
susceptance between ith bus and jth bus, generated reactive power
at ith bus, reactive power demand at ith bus, set of numbers of
buses, reactive power of the rrth reactive power source, number
of possible reactive power sources, number of generator buses,
number of load buses, power flow in lith branch and number of
branch, respectively.

A plethora of methods have been proposed for solving the
DORPC problem. From a technical viewpoint, they can be classified
to two categories: (1) methods which consider PF as a sub-problem
in the optimization model [29,30]. In these methods, PF is con-
ducted with variables specified by the optimization process and
its results are utilized for the OF calculation; (2) methods which
consider PF constraints directly in the problem [31,32]. From
another view point, the aforementioned methods can be catego-
rized to the centralized and decentralized classes. The former
considers all variables together [30–32], while the latter divides
them into several problems [7,33,34].
DORPC based on the Holonic structure

This paper propones a comprehensive MAS with organization
proportional with architecture and aims of the smart grid. For this
Fig. 4. The definition process of Holo
purpose, it is necessary to distinguish a differentiation between
Holon aspect (the Holonic organization) and goal dependent aspect
(the internal organization). In this section, first, the Holarchy struc-
ture proportional with smart grid is provided. The smart grid is
divided to Holons which are composed of sub-Holons while it
may be at the same time a part of a super-Holon at an upstream
level. In smart grids, the lowest level of Holons called atomic
Holons can be loads, energy resources, controllable equipment
and etc. An appropriate structure to integrate smart grids’
functions (e.g. distribution management with DGs, micro grids
management, demand response (DR), demand side management,
frequency control, voltage control and etc) is a fundamental
challenge of smart grids clearly. The literatures pose the particular
or combined solutions for each function. It is obvious that
generalizing other functions to all problems or larger-scale prob-
lems looks to be a big challenge. This paper proposes a comprehen-
sive organizational multi-agent system (Holarchy) in accordance
with objectives and structure of smart grids. This is the main
contribution of paper which is neglected in other literatures. In
fact, this paper focuses on the present a comprehensive structure
for smart grids which employed for DORPC problem typically. It
is only a generic application of structure, so that it can be general-
ized to other operation aspects.

Since the smart grid is a complex system with a large number of
components interacting with each other, its analysis simultane-
ously increases the complexity. For this reason, in this paper a
method to reduce its complexity is proposed which studies the
network at smaller manageable parts called ‘‘view”. In this way,
first a part of system, view, will be selected and a Holarchy will
be defined accordance with it. To construct a Holarchy, it is
necessary to evaluate two aspects of Holarchy at each view, i.e.
the structural aspect (Holonic organization) and the behavioral
aspect (goal dependent internal organization). Thus, the modeling
of each view includes of two main phases:
nic structure for the smart grid.
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1. Structural analysis: In this step, it is determined that how
engender the Holarchy structure and views’ Holons.

2. Behavioral analysis: The behavior of a set of Holons are evalu-
ated according to the defined roles, interactions and the organi-
zation. For example, the analysis of Holons’ behaviors for
DORPC of a distribution feeder.

A schematic plan of this process is illustrated in Fig. 4.
According to the definition presented above for Holon, a smart

home can be smallest super-Holon which contains sub-Holons
Fig. 5. The proposed Holonic structure for the smart grid.

IEEE 24-bus 

33-bus System

4

1

1

1

Fig. 6. The tes
(atomic Holons) such as load, DGs, smart appliances, smart plugs,
programmable communicating thermostats (PCTs), PEVs and etc.
This is a general structure for Holarchy. In this paper, low voltage
(LV) transformers are selected as lowest level super-Holon (LVT-
Holon) which composed of atomic Holons such as smart homes,
energy resources (capacitors or DGs), control equipment (tap chan-
ger) and advanced metering infrastructure (AMI) or measurement
equipment. In this way, large-scale resources such as smart parks
[35] (large-scale reactive power resources) and industrial cus-
tomers are considered as a separate Holon. In an upper level,
Holons located on a medium voltage (MV) feeder including LVT-
Holons, DGs-Holons or reactive power resource-Holons comprise
a super-Holon called MVF-Holon. In fact, each MVF-Holon super-
vises a part of MV feeder. Similarly, several MVF-Holons may form
a higher level Holon called MVT-Holons. In fact, MVT-Holon
manages a MV feeder encompassed of several MVF-Holons. These
MVT-Holons also contain controller sub-Holons (tap changers,
AMI and measurements). A distribution Holon (D-Holon) is defined
as a super-Holon constituted of several MVF-Holons. This Holon is
able to supervise MVF-Holons. In a higher level, several D-Holon
located in a specified area consist a super-Holon called high
voltage (HV) Holon (HV-Holon). In highest level, the energy
management system (EMS) is considered as a master Holon
(EMS-Holon). As explained earlier, in this decentralized organiza-
tion, it is not necessary to communicate all data and commands
to the EMS as proposed in ICS structure [7]. Therefore, Holons
can supervise its members and internal organization to optimum
the OF and negotiate with other Holons if it is necessary. In this
structure, relation with upstream Holons will be executed only if
all the Holon’s actions (including reconfigurations, Holons’ read-
justments, negotiations results) in the downstream level are not
sufficient. In this state, a request is send to the upstream Holon.
In higher level, first related Holon analyzes situations and makes
a decision. If necessary, it negotiates with other Holons in same
level to participate them in the control process. This process con-
tinues to EMS level if problem still remains. This structure reduces
additional communications between entities and declines the
transferred data. Thus a less bandwidth will be necessary. Also,
since all decisions are made in a lower level with less information,
the processing time decreases. This increases the speed of reaction
to the problem and reduces the possibility of instability of system.
Fig. 5 shows the diagram of proposed structure in a power system.

The LVT-Holon can be communicates with other LVT-Holons
and MVF-Holon through itself head or moderator Holon. Each
Holon manages its internal interactions and tries to gain the Holon
goals. In this paper, the OF defined in (11) is considered as the
utility function of Holons. This can be extended to other goals of
power system operation. The configuration of Holons can be
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Fig. 7. The load duration curve of four distribution systems.

Table 1
The size and location of DGs and capacitors.

Equipment Network Bus Size (kVA) Equipment Network Bus Size (kVA)

PV 14-bus system 5 250 Capacitor 33-bus system 13 60
Wind 14-bus system 10 600 Capacitor 33-bus system 10 40
PV 14-bus system 13 300 Capacitor 33-bus system 7 60
PV 33-bus system 15 275 Capacitor 33-bus system 33 60
Wind 33-bus system 22 250 Capacitor 33-bus system 28 60
PV 33-bus system 30 200 Capacitor 33-bus system 22 40
PV 38-bus system 6 330 Capacitor 33-bus system 25 30
Wind 38-bus system 14 880 Capacitor 33-bus system 6 40
PV 38-bus system 29 880 Capacitor 38-bus system 12 40
PV 38-bus system 34 250 Capacitor 38-bus system 18 60
PV 69-bus system 12 250 Capacitor 38-bus system 22 60
Wind 69-bus system 46 880 Capacitor 38-bus system 25 60
PV 69-bus system 50 250 Capacitor 38-bus system 33 30
Wind 69-bus system 66 250 Capacitor 69-bus system 9 30
Capacitor 14-bus system 3 80 Capacitor 69-bus system 14 40
Capacitor 14-bus system 4 80 Capacitor 69-bus system 22 60
Capacitor 14-bus system 7 80 Capacitor 69-bus system 28 60
Capacitor 14-bus system 9 40 Capacitor 69-bus system 36 60
Capacitor 33-bus system 18 60 Capacitor 69-bus system 43 40
Capacitor 33-bus system 16 40 Capacitor 69-bus system 14 40
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Fig. 8. The solar insolation data profile.
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Fig. 9. The wind speed data profile.
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changed according to different situations through negotiation of
Holons’ head. For example, if a LVT-Holon cannot satisfy its con-
straints using internal resources, the head negotiates with head
of neighborhood Holon or upstream Holon based on (3)–(7). This
negotiate can contain several issues. In this paper, the reactive
power sources are considered HRs as defined in (7). It is possible
that a sub-Holon from neighborhood Holon joins to primary Holon
for control process or primary Holon integrates with neighborhood
Holon or only some reactive power be transmitted between
Holons. In fact, this dynamism is the key an advantage of Holon
structures.

Similarly, Holon structure can be organized to HV level of sys-
tem (transmission system). Thus, a hieratical distributed structure
will be formed which can be employed for different goals of smart
grids.

Formulation of the DGs and PEVs

In order to have more realistic results, the uncertainty of the
RESs are taken into account in the simulations. Two common types
of DGs are considered in this paper, i.e., photovoltaic (PV) and wind
turbines (WTs). In a PV unit, the active power is calculated as, [36]:

Ppv ¼ ipvVpv ¼ NpipvVpv � NpirsVpv e
qVpv

NsAK0T � 1
� �

ð24Þ

ipv ¼ Npiph � Npirs e
qVpv

NsAK0T � 1
� �

ð25Þ
Table 2
The data of PV units, wind units and PEVs.

Parameter Value Parameter Value

PV units
Np 1 Ns 13
T 25 �C q 1.6 � 10�19 C
Ko 1.3805 � 10�23 J/K Ego 1.1 eV

Wind units
vi 5 m/s vr 15 m/s
vr 45 m/s

PEVs
VREC 1 NPEV

AVMEC 1500 kW h REGPEV 30%
PARKPEV 94% AVHLD 2.0833 kW
XRL 30%
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Fig. 10. The voltage profile of
irs ¼ ior
T
Tr

� �3

eqEgo=ð1=Tr�1=TÞ=AK0 ð26Þ

iph ¼ ðiscr þ KlðT � TrÞÞ
100

k ð27Þ

where Vpv and ipv are the output voltage and current of the PV array,
respectively; Np and Ns are the number of parallel and series cells,
respectively; T is the cell temperature; the electric charge, the ideal
P–N junction characteristic factor A = 1–5; iph is the light-generated
current; irs denotes the reverse saturation current; and the intrinsic
shunt and series resistances are neglected. ior is the reverse satura-
tion current at the reference temperature Tr; iscr is the short-circuit
cell current at a reference temperature and reference insolation
100 mW/cm2; Ego is the band-gap energy of the semiconductor
making up the cell; Kl (A/K) is the short-circuit current temperature
coefficient; and k is the insolation in mW/cm2.

Also, the output power of WTs is calculated based on the wind
speed and power formulation as follows [37,38]:

Pwind ¼ 0 for v < v i and v > vo

Pwind ¼ Wr
v � v i

v r � v i
for v i < v < v r

Pwind ¼ Wr for v r < v < vo

ð28Þ

where Pwind is the wind energy conversion system (WECS) output
power (typical units of kilowatt or megawatt);Wr is the WECS rated
power; vi is the cut-in wind speed (typical units of miles/hour or
miles/s); vr is the rated wind speed, and vo is the cut-out wind speed
[38,39].

Practically, there are some limitations on the reactive power
output of DG inverters [40]. Indeed, the permissible range of the
reactive power output of DGs is modeled mathematically as
follows:

QDG
��� ��� ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
SDG

� �2
� PDG
� �2

r
where PDG

min < PDG 6 PDG
max ð29Þ

where SDG is the apparent power of DG units. In order to have more
realistic results, the prevailing uncertainties of the RES ought to be
taken into account. To this end, the dependence of the PV outputs
on the cell temperature and solar insolation are modeled in the pro-
posed approach. The amount of generating power of PVs is calcu-
lated according to (25)–(28). The permissible range of the reactive
power is calculated considering the active power and nominal
capacity of DG units on an hourly basis.
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 [Hour]
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As reported in [41], PEVs are parked almost more than 90% of
the day and follow a daily schedule. On the other hand, such PEVs
can be operated as a virtual static synchronous compensator
(STATCOM) [35]. As a consequence, they have great potential
which can be employed for the network control. Roughly speaking,
reactive power can be injected to the network without significantly
lowering the battery’s state of charge (SOC). Hereupon, in this
paper, PEVs are employed as a volt-ampere reactive (VAR) com-
pensator which can absorb and generate VAR. The controllable
capacity of PEVs’ VAR is in the range of ±25.2 kVAR [35]. In practi-
cal cases, the number of PEVs in a power network can be estimated
analytically based on the number of electricity clients (customers)
[42]. In this paper, the number of PEVs for each load point of the
network is calculated as follow:

NREPA
PEV ¼ PARKPEV � REGPEV � NPEV ð30Þ
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Fig. 11. Controllable variable values for 24 consecutive
NPEV ¼ VREC � NREC ð31Þ

NREC ¼ XRL � Dmin

AVHLD
ð32Þ

AVHLD ¼ AVMEC

30� 24
ð33Þ

where NREPA
PEV ; NPEV, Dmin, REGPEV, PARKPEV, VREC, NREC, AVMEC, AVHLD and

XRL are the number of parked PEVs registered in the reactive power
compensation program as an ancillary service, the total number of
PEVs for a load point, the minimum load of a load point, the per-
centage of registered PEVs in the mentioned program, the percent
of parked PEVs, the number of PEVs per client, the total number
of clients in the region, the average monthly electricity consump-
tion of a domestic home, the average hourly electricity load of a
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residential client and the percentage of the residential loads in the
power network.

Numerical studies

To evaluate the proposed strategy, a power transmission system
connected to four distribution systems is used. The Holonic model
of the case study is shown in Fig. 6. The IEEE 24-bus transmission
system consists of 6 load buses, 11 generator buses, and 33 trans-
mission lines [43].

In this section, the Holonic-based DORPC strategy is applied to
the aforementioned case study. The load duration curve of the dis-
tribution systems is shown in Fig. 7. In this paper, several pieces of
equipment including the tap-changer of the distribution trans-
formers, conventional generators, DGs, and shunt capacitors are
considered as the Holons. The DG units include PV plants and
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WTs. Table 1 shows the size and location of DG units and capaci-
tors. It is assumed that all capacitors have 10 steps. The solar and
wind units are simulated based on the proposed model in section
4. The solar insolation and the wind speed profiles are illustrated
in Figs. 8 and 9, respectively [38,44]. The allowable margin of the
reactive power is calculated through the active power and nominal
capacity hourly. Finally, the data associated with the wind farms,
solar power plants, and PEVs are provided in Table 2.

In order to evaluate the proposed method in a realistic environ-
ment, an appropriate simulation test bed is developed. In the pro-
posed testbed, agents are modeled using a JADE platform while the
power system is simulated by MATLAB software. The Holons’ con-
figuration and the negotiation process are performed based on the
proposed methodology in the JADE software. In this way, if it is
needed to solve the optimization problem, JADE send an optimiza-
tion request along with the required information to MATLAB. These
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information may include Holons’ configuration according to the
Holonic architecture. Then, MATLAB software receives the infor-
mation which is sent by JADE and the aforementioned optimiza-
tion program is executed. Subsequently, the outcomes will be
sent back to the JADE and this process will be continue until an
optimum solution is obtained.

Using the proposed DORPC strategy, MVF-Holons use their reac-
tive support resources effectively to minimize the objective func-
tion, based on their negotiations and internal defined priority
list. The obtained voltage profile of the IEEE 33-bus distribution
system is shown in Fig. 10. According to the obtained voltage pro-
file, the proposed DORPC scheme can maintain the voltage values
within an acceptable range.
(a) 

(c)

0
0.2
0.4
0.6
0.8

1
1.2

1
2

3
4

5

6

7

8

9

10
11

12
13

14
15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22
23

24

Sum of Voltage Deviation for 38-Bus System

ICS Structure Holon Structure

Centralized Structure

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5
1

2
3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10
11

12
13

14
15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22
23

24

Sum of Voltage Deviation for 14-Bus System

ICS Structure Holon Structure

Centralized Structure

Fig. 12. The sum of voltage deviation ob
As it was mentioned in the previous sections, Holons are able to
utilize their own resources along with the resources pertaining to
the other Holons (the latter is done through negotiations). This
issue would lead to greater exploitation of the available reactive
power resources. In this way, each Holon attempts to use its own
reactive power resources so as to minimize the objective function
while respecting the constraints. If the constraints are violated or if
it is more economical to use the resources of the adjacent Holons,
the Holons will negotiate with the aim of exploiting the resources
pertaining to the adjacent and/or upstream Holons. Fig. 11(a)–(d)
depicts the changes in the decision variables of the IEEE 33-bus
system. Accordingly, the number of changes in the capacitors is
more noticeable at the peak hours. This issue stems primarily from
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the fact that Holons attempt to change the decision variables when
the network is closer to its critical operating point. According to
Fig. 11(f), the reactive power output of PV units decreases at
midday owing to the fact that the active power output is at its
highest level. On the contrary, in the begging and the end of the
day, the reactive power output increases since the active power
output diminishes. The same deduction holds true for wind
turbines with regard to their wind patterns.

Fig. 12 shows the sum of voltage deviations for distribution
networks, which is obtained from different strategies. It could be
declared that the results obtained by the Holonic-based method
is quite the same as the sum of voltage deviations obtained by
the centralized method. However, as previously stated, the voltage
deviation reduction through the Holonic architecture could be
obtained in a low time-consuming process. Also, the proposed
DORPC strategy leads to a dramatic improvement in the voltage
deviations of the system compared to the ICS model.

From the active power loss viewpoint, it is necessary to analyze
the proposed strategy in comparison to the centralized and the
ICS methods. In Fig. 13, the amount of active power losses in
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distribution networks is illustrated calculated by various DORPC
strategies. It is worth mentioning that the proposed Holonic-
based strategy has a powerful performance to reduce the active
power losses of the system compared to the ICS model. It is
concluded that the proposed DORPC framework can control the
reactive power flows to improve the active power loss, and voltage
deviations using few control actions.

Burden of communication and computation

It is important for the control system to provide appropriate
solutions within a short period of time. In the JADE environment,
the size of the messages is 1500 bytes. In this case, it takes about
1–200 ms to send and receive a massage. In terms of efficiency,
the DEA-based centralized structure takes 931 s for all simulations
while ICS and Holarchy require less time. Obviously, the reason is
that the volume of data to be processed in the decentralized
structures is a lot less than that of a centralized structure. The
processing time for three structures is given in Fig 14. According
to this figure, the Holonic structure takes less time than the ICS
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structure to make a decision. This issue is mainly due to the addi-
tional communications between different layers in the ICS
structure.

The throughput of the communication network is one of the
most important indices in smart grids due to the numerous infor-
mation entities with the communication capability. According to
the Little’s theorem [45], if a set of entities (i.e., Holon in the pro-
posed structure) generates a data traffic at the rate of (k1, k2, . . .,
kEN), the overall aggregate throughput will be OAT ¼ P

e2ENke. In
the centralized control structures, OAT will be a large number. In
this paper, the amount of data traffic load for the communication
network is calculated based on data exchanged between Holons
in the JADE software and it is presented in Fig 15. In this figure,
the bar trajectories pertain to the left vertical axis, and the line
trajectories are associated with the right vertical axis. As it can
be seen, the centralized structure has the highest data traffic load
due to the numerous entities. However, in the Holonic structure
the information is exchanged locally, and only in the abnormal
conditions, some information is sent to the Holons in the higher
levels. Note that, owing to the fact that in the ICS structure the
requests and commands must be validated by the EMS entity,
the data traffic load is greater than the Holonic structure. In the
centralized approach, entities should transfer their measurements
to the control center and receive proportional commands; conse-
quently, the data traffic load is constant, regardless of different
conditions. On the contrary, in the proposed decentralized scheme,
the data traffic load shows an adaptive pattern in accordance with
the network load profile.

The fault tolerance is a vital factor in designing control struc-
tures. In this study, the index defined in [46] is used for modeling
this characteristic. Fig. 16 contains the calculated fault tolerance
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system per bps.
index for the simulated structures. As can be seen, the centralized
structure is much less fault-tolerant. This issue refers to its struc-
ture where all the entities are managed by a supervisory entity
and its failure leads to an overall outage. However, in the Holonic
structure, the lower levels can manage themselves even if the
higher entity is failed. The less value related to the Holonic struc-
ture is due to its dynamism ability. In fact, if a Holon in a specific
level is lost, its sub-Holons can be controlled by the neighboring
super-Holons through merging them. Thus, the fault tolerance of
the structure increases.
Conclusion

To alleviate the problems associated with the centralized con-
trol approaches, a novel decentralized framework for optimal reac-
tive power control has been proposed in this paper. The framework
is based on the Holons, which are evolving, self-organizing, and
dissipative structures. A Holon is connected to other Holons, and
at the same time, is nested within another Holon and so is a part
of something much larger than itself. According to the rationale
behind the proposed framework, it would fully exploit the avail-
able reactive power resources so as to keep the network security
constraints. The novel method is tested on a comprehensive case
study (including four distribution systems emanating from a trans-
mission network), while the prevailing uncertainties are assidu-
ously taken into account. The results indicate that the proposed
DORPC strategy is more compatible with smart activities than
the previous methods because of few control actions. Another ben-
eficial result of this structure is its more improved computational
efficiency. This issue leads to a decrease in the time of decision
making process, and consequently, an increase in the stability of
the network. Our simulation results have demonstrated that not
only does the proposed structure have great potential to consider-
ably save the communication bandwidth, but also the fault toler-
ance of the structure is increased due to the dynamic feature of
Holons.
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